into battle
temerity, because my right hon. Friend twitted me some time ago
about that notorious defect which I have in my composition. I
have not looked up all his own declarations in any captious spirit,
and I will not pursue that this afternoon, but it is quite clear that
the judgment which the Prime Minister might form upon the facts
as they unfolded would be a legitimate and natural topic upon
which differences of opinion would arise between us.
Take, for instance, a very late example, this question of Danzig.
The Leader of the Labour Party stated how grievous the situation
was in Danzig,_ and my right hon. Friend said that the situation
was exaggerated. That was only two days ago, but now we read in
The Times that the official Gazette of Poland has made a state-
ment of the facts in Danzig which goes much further than the state-
ment put forward by the Leaders of the Labour Party which my
right hon. Friend the Prime Minister thought was exaggerated.
So there may be differences, quite honest differences, upon the
emphasis and upon the facts, and it is in respect of these differences
which arise when men are working on the same policy, that an
interchange of opinion in the House of Commons would be from
time to time most desirable. It is a very hard thing, and I hope
it will not be said, for the Government to say to the House, " Begone!
Run off and play. Take your gas masks with you. Do not worry
about public affairs. Leave them to the gifted and experienced
Ministers " who, after all, so far as our defences are concerned,
landed us where we were landed in September last year, and who,
after all—I make all allowances for the many difficulties—have
brought us in foreign policy at this moment to the point where we
have guaranteed Poland and Rumania, after having lost Czecho-
slovakia, and not having gained Russia.
This is, indeed, a hard, an unreasonable and unnatural proposal,
especially when the House is agreed upon the basis of policy, and
when, if it has a difference with the Government it is because it
desires to urge them more vigorously forward and not to hinder
them in the policy which they have declared. I did hope that my
right hon. Friend would have taken exactly the opposite point of
view, and that the roles would be reversed. I should have expected
to see him come down to the House, and, at that Box, assume an
air of exceptional gravity, and say that he regretted that he had to
make a demand on the good will and patience of the House, and
upon its public spirit but that the circumstances were such that he
could not bear the whole responsibility for months at a time without
recourse to the sense of the Commons and that, therefore, he must ask
the House to come back on frequent occasions during the interval,
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